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District 12 personnel made an annual compliance inspection of PPG 
Ind~stries, Corps h · ti Plan, in Jun 1979. On July 20, 1979, 
the inspection was orted on EA Form 3560-3 and TDWR Form 0263. 
Remarks on both forms indicated that the inspector was denied in
formation by PPG concerning the effects of chrome seepage. 

Subsequent to PPG's receipt of their copy of he inspection repo t, 
District 12 received a letter from PPG on the matter. A copy is 
attached. Shortly thereafter, I was contacted by Hayde Head, Jr., 
attorney for PPG. Head indicated the company's desire to cooperate, 
and requested an early mee~ing between comp ny officials and Dis- r~ 
trict 2 representatives. 

rhe meeting was held at the PPG plant on August 17, 1979. Present 
:or all, or a portion, of the meeting were August Meinrath, Works 
~anager; Richard J. Samelson, Manager, Environmental Programs, PPG 
{Pittsburgh); c. E. carter, Plant Technical Superint ndent; Hayden 
i ad, r., attorney for PPG; Robert Lewis and Paul Kutchinski, TDWR, 
>istrict 12. 

~rom the beginning of the conference, PPG representatives offered 
: ull cooperation, and access to their rec rds concerning the ch 
;eepages. They had files available at the meeting. c. E . Cart er 
,ad a presen a ion on he subject, describing their actions to 
late and ·the data they have collecte . TDWR repres ntative r -

c:: , and were promised, a copy of a map showing well 1.ocati ons 
tnd recent data from well sam~les. 

-tis PPG's position that they are aware of the seepage , t hat it is 
1ot havin an ad e effect on publ ' -ur c e w3 t r s or on u bl 
1ro n a er, that t hey ve h dun int pt s ystem ins t al led .. . .. ' ~J,: 
:hich is effect i,vely containing the s epage. an d no addi ional : .. ;,_ 'J •-. 
ct. · on is neces ary. SUPERFU D Fl 
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A I itu ion t thi tim, h r ar twos parat 
nt chromium h ' h h v b n se ping into th 

rs . n sourc i in plant and th oth r i 
w st disposal site near Corpus Chr ist i I nner 

om both sourc mov s und rground northe t 
Ch risti In'l H bo. Th l e isting intt: c pt 
t b l i h din the s epage p lumes on PPG proper ty near 

Ch.i.i~ .i. 111 1 H r th ::horcl in . PPG monitors c rt i n 
on a quarterly b a s is . 

PPG r presentatives agre d to develop appropriate geological cross-
s e c t ion , t i h e qual i t y of ground water moving onto thei r 
property trom up dip , and detine on a map the areal extent of each 
of the seepag e plumes (with ( l.0 ppm cr+6 as peripheral defi nition) . 

PPG officials seem most anxious to resolve the matter and to satisfy 
current TDWR int erest. 'rDWRdDJs=been advised by te'"'tt"erttrarthe PPG 
~~ OTd Septeinb~~- l ;-" 197g-.... +•p~ican;:c)iromielna- Chem±cals, 
~ 

Additionall , PPG officials are desirous of getting entries into 
TDWR and EPA files that theY- intend to cooperate fully and to provi de 
any pertinent data which is requested. Consequently, I recommend that 
you provide EPA a copy of t his memorandum. 

District 12 plans to meet again with PPG representatives, and to con
duct s uch additional data review or field investigations as deemed 
necessary in order to assure ourselves we have a clear picture of the 
seepage problems and i ts environmental significance. I do not have 
any recommendation for central office action at this time • . 
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